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TO THE CHRISTIAN JUDGE BAILEY. 
LETTER XXIV. 
Concluded from page 632. 


Twenty-seventh head. ‘ Moreover when ye fast, be not, 
as the hypocrites, of a sad countenance; for they disfigure 
their faces, that they may appear unto men to fast. Verily 
I say unto you, They have their reward. But thou, when 
thou fastest, anoint thine bead, and wash thy face; that thou 
appear not unto men to fast, but unto thy Father which is 
in secret: and thy Father, which seeth in secret, shall re- 
ward thee openly.” 

Fasting has long madea part of religion; but it is evident- 
ly a trick set up by the Priests, that the labourer may have 
more to spare and to give for his consumption. As an es- 
sential to health, it is only necessary or useful after excess 
of eating or drinking. Where a man be a frugal eater, and 
always has an unpalled appetite, or an appetite never fully 
satiated, he has no need of fasting to preserve his health and 
keep him free from fevers. It is to the glutton and the 
drunkard, that fasting becomes necessary, as a means of ex- 
tending life and health. He who feeds on vegetables and 
drinks water only can be sure of continued health without 
an occasional fast. But to him who occasionally indulges 
his appetites to an excess, an alternative fast is essential to 
the preservation of health. It is a law of nature, in all cases 
of life, that a continuance of excess gluts the channels of the 
circulation of the fluids, corrupts them, and brings on prema- 
ture rottenness, decay, and death. It is in reality a greater 
source of pain than a scanty support. Moderation is no 
where more wholesome than in supplying the sources of 
life. Your Gospel writer, Bailey, seems to have known no- 
thing of this, and, consequently, displays no ‘* peculiar wis- 
dom” in his essay on fasting. 
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But I award him meed for instructing the Christians to 
wash their faces. This was a very useful instruction to the 
present race of Christians, some of whom are intolerably 
filthy on this head; and, I presume, that he saw it to bea 
necessary recommendation to the first Christians. I have 
seen a woman pass a whole week without washing her skin; 
and I also know, that this is quite a common thing among both 
mep and women in thiscouutry. It is inexcuseable on eve- 
ry ground. [tis unhealthy in the neglect and offensive to 
those who come near them. And it is further inexcuseable 
on the ground of the easy attainment of water in this coun- 
try. The regulations of the Jewish and Mahometan codes, 
for ablutions, purifications, &e. were most wise, and it would 
be well, if law could now induce every man, woman, and 
child, to go into either a hot or a cold bath every day. I 
most heartily commend the Gospel writer for advising the 
Christians to wash their faces; and I would so far improve 
upon his wisdom on that head, as to advise them to wash 
when feasting, as well as when fasting; as the more the 
body be glutted with food, the more necessary it becomes to 
purify aud keep clean the surface, for a better perspirations 
not only of their faces, but of every part from head to foot, 
more particularly the glandular parts. 

Twenty-eighth head. “ Lay not up for yourselves trea- 
sures upon earth, where moth and rust both corrupt, and 
where thieves break through and steal: But lay up for your- 
selves treasures iu heaven, where neither moth nor rust doth 
corrupt, and where thieves do not break through nor steal: 
For where your treasure is, there will your heart be also.” 

This is really a cunning recommendation for the Priests. 
Give, give, give, is their maxim; to which a wise people 
would answer—work, work, work, as we do, before we have 
any tbing to give. 

It has been a common maxim witb the Christian Priests 
to tell their dupes, that whatever is given to the church, that 
is, to themselves, will be found by the donors when they get 
to heaven! Before the reign of the first Edward in this 
country, matters had grown to sucha height, that the Priests, 
through the medium of grants and legacies, seemed likely 
soon to become the possessors of all the land and property 
in the country: which, doubtless, would have been the case, 
had not Edward obtained the Statute of Mortmain, and pre- 
vented the further making over of estates to any corporate 
body that was incompetent to alineate them by sale or gift. 
This statute put a stop to the evil. Another statute is want- 
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ed to take back for the public good all such lands and profits ; 


as the Priests now enjoy, and leave them to barter their abi- 
lities with the public, as every honest and useful man is com- 
pelled to do. 

There was a deal of cunning in the recommendation of 
this bead, Bailey; but there was nothing of morality in it. 
The promise of preparing a treasure in heaven, for those who 
gave freely of their properties to the Priests, was, in fact, 
nothing superior to a plunder of ignorance; because, there 
was no heaven to contain a treasure, nor a future life to en- 
joy it. It was a deprivation of pleasures that might have 
been enjoyed in this life; and, as such, a crime on the part 
of the impostors who regaled themselves in idleness by the 
reception and consumption of such treasures. The thievery 
of the priests was as base as would have been the thievery of 
those ** who break through and steal.” A most cunuing 
trick of the Priests certainly to say to an ignorant laborious 
people: “ Pray don’t think of accumulating property: you 
are liable to have it moth-eaten, or rusty, or stolen by 
thieves: bring it to us (Priests) and we will lay it up in store 
in heaven for you, that when you die and get there you shall 
have nothing to do but to enjoy it!” This is the true intre- 
pretation of the riddle: and if there were justice to be found 
in all cases, a priest would be put upon the footing of a for- 
tune-teller. In the two professions, there is not a shade of 
difference. I see this quite clear and will prove it before 
any disputant. A PRIEST IS BOTH A SWINDLER AND A 
THIEF. 

T'wenty-ninth head. ‘ The light of the body is the eye: 
if therefore thine eye be single, thy whole body shall be full 
of light. But if thine eye be evil, thy whole body shall be 
fullof darkness. If therefore the light that is in thee be dark- 
ness, how great is that darkness!” 

This, I confess, Bailey, is a species of physics, or meta- 
physics, or spirituality, that passeth my understanding. I 
suppose, that it alludes to that spiritual light and darkness 
about which I am so ignorant, and so far incorrigible: but 
I am really willing and anxious to learn, if you can find me 
a competent teacher, that is, a person who knows more 
about it than myself. I have introduced this matter about 
which I am ignorant, that | may not be said to have evaded 
a point in this wonderful sermon. ‘To me it is wonderful 
how even a Christian could praise it. 

Thirtieth head. ‘* No man can serve two masters. for ei- 
ther be will bate the one, and love the other; or else he will 
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hold to the one, and despise the other. Ye cannot serve God 
and Mammon. Therefore I say unto you, Take no thought 
for your life, what ye shall eat or what ye shall drink; nor 
yet for your body, what ye shall put on. Is not the life 
more than meat, and the body than raiment? Behold the 
fowls of the air: for they sow not, neither do they reap, nor 
gather into barns; yet your heavenly Father feedeth them. 
Are ye not much better than they? which of you by taking 
thought can add one cubit unto his stature? And why take 
ye thought for raiment? Consider the lilies of the field, how 
they grow; they toil not, neither do they spin: and yet [ 
say unto you, That even Solomon in all bis glory was not 
arrayed like one of these. Wherefore, if God so clothe the 
grass of the field, which to day is, and tomorrow is cast in- 
to the oven, shall he not much more clothe you, O ye of lit- 
tle faith? ‘Therefore take no thought, saying, what shall we 
eat? or, what shall we drink? or, wherewithall shall we be 
clothed? (For after all these things do the gentiles seek :) 
for your heavenly Father knoweth that ye have need of all 
these things. But seek ye first the kingdom of God, and 
his righteousness; and all these things shall be added unto 
you. Take therefore no thought for the morrow: fcr the 
morrow shall take thought for the things of itself. Sufh- 
cient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

The whole of this long paragraph is a continuation of the 
swindling effort to induce the poor Christian dupes to carry 
all their property to the priests. It is decidedly immoral; 
and as base a fraud as ever was practised by man upon man. 
In relation to society and social happiness, it is heinous ; and 
had Christians generally acted upon it, Europe, at this day, 
would liave been a continent of mere ourang outangs. 
Nakedness is even recommended! The property, the pos- 
session of which is here denounced, is all that distinguishes 
man from the ourang outang: and human happiness can only 
be increased with the quantity and nearly equal distribution 
of such property. Wise were the Gentiles who sought after 
such things: foolish were the Christians who have been se- 
duced by such a swindling, poverty, and misery begetting 
doctrine, as this divine sermon on the mount teaches. 

When we are told that we cannot serve God and Mam- 
mon, we may truly carry the matter further and say, that 
we can neither serve God nor Mammon, unless the priests 
or tyrants of the earth can identify themselves under either 
title. THe worD Gop IS THE FIRST OF TYRANTS; but it is 
a gratification to know, that is is but a word invented and 
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used by the little human tyrants of the earth, as a cloak for 
their villainy. It is the HocUsS Pocus of state conjurors! 
The LEGERDEMAIN that has amused and cheated the whole 
of mankind at once! We will by and by have an act of 
Parliament, a real act of the representatives of the people in 
Parliament, that shall reach even those who swindle and 
juggle with the word God. Why should it not beso? Why 
should one class of swindlers be punished and another pro- 
tected? What isthere more worthy of protection in swind- 
ling with the word God and a book called the Bible or his 
Divine Revelation, than in swindling under a pretence of re- 
vealing futurity by a pack of cards, by palmistry, by astro- 
logy, by tea cups, or by any other trick? Come, answer 
me, sapient Judge Bailey! If I indict the Vicar of Cerne, 
or the Bishop of London, or the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
or the King as the head of the church, as a swindler, and 
get a jury of twelve honest and most intelligent men to con- 
vict him, will you, as a Judge of the Court of King’s Bench, 
do your duty, and give him a sentence, equivalent in effect 
to that which you passed upon me for denouncing such 
swindlers? Come, here is a test for your honesty! 

The Society which is or was called a Socieiy for the sup- 
pression of Vice, is or was a nest of swindlers: and if any 
of them survive the struggle now carrying on between ho- 
nesty and dishonesty they shall be indicted as such. IfI do 
not live to accomplish this point, | hereby bequeath this du- 
ty to my survivors, to my children. I pnow understand well 
how it was that L incurred the “ high displeasure of al- 
mighty God.” What I did towards exposing a cheat upon 
my countrymen incurred for me the bigh displeasure of a re- 
latively, relative with respect to myself at that time, ad- 
mighty host of swindlers. 1 saw as much at the time; bat 
1 could not then as now express it so well, and make it ap- 
pear so plain to every reader. 

With the exception of his trick to swindle the Christians 
out of their property, the writer of this sermon exhibits un- 
der this head the most gross ignorance. 

First, he says: No man can serve two masters without 
hating the one and loving the other. This is ridiculous: he 
will love them accordingly as they reward him for bis servi- 
tude, If the rewards be equal, and the carriage of the mas- 
ters equal towards him, his love will be equal. 1 rather 
think, Judge Bailey, that you have served more than two 
masters at one time, since you have been a Judge of the 
Court of King’s Bench: and | will engage, that even your 
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love has extended in ratio with the several rewards. You 
were the servant of the almighty host of swindlers, when you 
sentenced me to five years of imprisonment in Dorchester 
Gaol. 

Second. He tells them to take no thought about &fe, 
meat, drink, or apparel, aud immediately states as a reason, 
a question, if life be not more than meat, and the body more 
than raiment. Life is nothing without meat. Life is the ac- 
tion of meat in the body. The body may do without rai- 
ment. ‘I'he whole verse is the most abominable nonsense. 
It begins with saying, take no thought about life, and ends 
with a question, whether that life ought not to be thought of 
as more important than food or raiment; without the former 
of which it could not exist! Other sorts of jugglers would 
not succeed, did they not exhibit more ability than this divine 
juggler. 

Third. [le says the fowls of the air neither sow, nor reap, 
nor gather into barns; yet the heavenly Father feedeth thein. 
But they do reap, wherever they can find food, and are often 
left to starve by their heavenly Father in the winter, when 
the snow is deep and long on the ground. 

Fourth and last. The recommendation to take no thought 
for the morrow is only suited to the character of the disso- 
lute drunkard. 

Thirty-first head. “ Judge not, that ye may not be judg- 
ed. For with what judgment ye judge, ye shall be judged: 
and with what measure ye mete, it shall be measured to you 
again. And why beholdest thou the mote that is in thy bro- 
ther’s, but considerest not the beam that is in thine own eye? 
Or how wilt thou say to thy brother, Let me pull out the 
mote out of thine eye: and, behold, a beam is in thine own 
eye? Thou hypocrite, first cast out the beam out of thine 
own eye; and then shalt thou see clearly to cast out the 
mote out of thy brother’s eye.” 

This is not amiss, or not such nonsense and mischief as 
the last head; though it is a jumble of bad language. The 
sentiment may be better expressed in two sentences—Judge 
with justice.—Be not forward to accuse thy brother, or 
‘others, with those vices which thou thyself inheritest. The 
beam and the mote make but a ditch ofa story. 

Thirty-second head. ‘“ Give not that which is holy unto 
the dogs, neither cast ye your pearls before swine, lest they 
trample them under their feet, and turn again and rend 
you.” ‘ 

This figure has its beauties and its defects. It has beau- 
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ties as a piece of instruction to avoid unworthy company or 
those who will set at nought your good instructions. But 
it has also defects in pointing out a class of mankind as un- 
worthy of instruction, or that should not be instructed. I 
suppose, that Reary Banks of Corfe Castle counts it a cast- 
ing of pearls before swine to instruct the labouring class 
to read and write: and sure enough, from this acquirement, 
they will turn upon and rend their swiudlers. I recollect, 
that when in Gosport, in the year 1812, I was disputing a 
point on theology with a master’s son who was very reli- 
gious and oneof David Bogue’s congregation, another journey- 
men in the same employ, a lurking hypocrite of a Metho- 
dist as ignorant as a horse, on seeing that I had something of 
the best of the argument cried out as he walked away, “ Ah, 
George, you had better not cast your pearls before swine!” 
I ought to have knocked him down, for he was as base a 
hypocrite as ever canted methodism ; but I turned the me- 
rited blow into contempt and ever after despised the fellow. 
Whoever knows Bill Tinsley the quondam saxton in the 
Gosport Methodist Chapel, and I know that my friend and 
reader, William Paine, knows him, if not known by other 
Hampshire readers, will know and see exactly the fellow 
to whom 1 allude. I was then a strictly sober, and in com- 
parison with this fellow, a respectable young man, scorning, 
willingly, to put a foot into an ale-house or into any im- 
moral compavy; and this Christian dog who called me a 
swine would get drunk at any one’s expence, and do any 
dirty or dishonest act for a shilling. 1 was somewhat dis- 
posed to become religious ; before I fellinto the company ofa 
few such characters as Bill Tinsley, and began to suspect 
that religion was nothing but vice. You, Bailey, bave put 
the seal of truth and martyrdom upon that conviction! 
Thirty-third head. ‘ Ask, aud itshall be given unto you; 
seek and ye shall find ; knock, and it shall be opened unto 
you: For every one that asketh receiveth ; ; and he that seek- 
eth findeth; and to him that knocketb it shall be opened. 
Or what man is there of you, whom if his son ask bread, 
will he give bim a stone? Or if he ask a fisb, will he give 
him a serpent? If ye then being evil, know how to give 
good gifts unto your children, how much more shall your 
Father which is in heaven give good things to them that 
ask him? Therefore all things whatsover ye would that 
men should do to you, do ye even so to them: for this is 
the Law and the Prophets.” 
There is no connection whatever in the subject matter of 
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this sermon. It is a disjointed string of precepts which 
the writer compiled without knowing the meaning of half of 
them. The last sentence of this head is alone so far intelli- 
gible as to admit of comment. , 

It has been supposed, that the maxim of doing as we 
would be done unto is one of geveral application ; but it is 
not and has many exceptions. The most striking exception 
is seen in the supposition of a Christian criminal being about 
to receive sentence of death, and on being asked why the 
sentence of the law should not be passed upon him, thus 4n- 
swers:—‘* My Lord. ‘The Christian religion requires, that 
‘whatsoever ye would that men should do unto you, do ye 
even So to them.’ It is also stated in the Gospel by St. Mat- 
thew, as the language of our blessed Saviour, that this is the 
divine law, and the inspired instruction of the Prophets. 
Therefore, my Lord, unless you would like to be hanged 
yourself, you are forbidden by our holy religion to pass a 
sentence of death upon me!” 

Here, we clearly see, that human, clashes with divine law, 
and that all sacred writings are mischieveous, when they 
are implicitly obeyed by thosein power. Were such a sen- 
tence in the Koran, which is made to supersede all law with 
the Mahometan, it would, if enforced, root out all justice 
upon offenders. And how a judge could act, if opposing 
parties were to make the same appeal to him, I leave to 
your “ peculiar wisdom,” Judge Bailey, to reconcile. A 
just application of the maxim is confined to a very narrow 
circle; it is insignificant, and never yet influenced the ac- 
tion of a human being. Confucius taught the same maxim, 
five hundred years before this Gospel was written, and put 
just the same comment upon it, in saying, that it was the foun- 
dation of all morality and just law. The whole story of the 
Carpenter and Carpenter’s son travelled from East to West: 
from China aud Hindostan to Greece and Egypt, as we 
shall by and by see. 

Thirty-fourth head. ‘ Enter ye in at the straight gate: 
for wide is the gate, and broad is the way, that leadeth to 
destruction, aud many there be which go in thereat: Be- 
cause straighi is the gate, and narrow is the way, which 
ieadeth unto life, and few there be that find it.” 

Then the fault is not so much in those who miss tbe nar- 
row way and straight gate, as in him who so ordered it. 
This nonsense is only suited to those who read John Bun- 
yan’s Pilgrim’s Progress. 

Thirty-filth head. ‘* Beware of false prophets, which 
come to you in sheep’s clothing, but inwardly they are ra- 
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vening wolves. Ye shall know them by their fruits. Do 
men gather grapes of thorns, or figs of thistles? Even so 
every good tree bringeth forth good fruit; buta corrupt tree 
bringeth forth evil fruit. A good tree cannot bring forth 
evil fruit; neither can a corrupt tree bring forth good fruit. 
Every tree that bringeth not forth good fruit is hewn down, 
and cast into the fire. Wherefore by their fruits ye shall 
know them.” 

The caution to beware of false prophets was a mere jea- 
lousy in trade. All were false alike ; but it was cunning 
in some to denounce others as false. This is the way of all 
cheats to this day: and wherever you see a tradesman put 
forth a caution against a counterfeit, be assured that his pre- 
tensions are nothing superior. The metaphor as to the 
trees is very inferior. ‘There is neither good nor evil ina 
tree, as a tree; nor is a bad fruit tree more corrupt than a 
good one: the difference in the fruit makes all the difference, 
and that difference as to palate only. A crab apple may 
be as good in one sense as a goldempippin. It generally 
happens that the most pleasing food to our palate is not the 
most wholesome for the stomach. 

lt is certainly correct to say, that we can only know men 
by their actious. The words of a man weigh nothing with 
me, until | have been accustomed to see him cautious to 
support them by his actions. 

Thirty-sixth head. ‘* Not every one that saith unto me; 
Lord, Lord, shail enter into the kingdom of heaven; but be 
that doeth the will of my father which isin heaven. Many 
will say unto me in that day, Lord, Lord, have we not 
prophecied in thy name? and in thy name have cast out 
devils? and in thy name done many wonderful works? 
And then will I profess unto them, I never knew you; de- 
part from me, ye that work iniquity.” 

Here is some very poor comfort for the Christian world ; 
for bow can they be sure that they are doing the wil! of the 
father when that will is unknown? This Gospel writer would 
persuade the Christians that calling upon the name of Jesus 
Christ was vain; and St. Paul contradicts him, by saying, 
that, by that name alone can man be saved! They cannot be 
both right. 1 decide against both. What say you, Bailey ? 

There is a word here about casting out devils which de- 
serves a notice, if it be one of reprobation. ‘The life of 
Jesus, like the life of Chrishna, is made to be a series of 
combats with devils or enemies: and devils are the ordinary 
enemies of modern gods. 

The doctrine of the possession of devils by individuals 
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must have arisen from witnessing the various diseases and 
passions to which they were subject, and the then common 
custom of personifying such influences. And to shew how 
soon words and ideas grow corrupted that do not relate to 
some visible and tangible thing, it is only necessary to ob- 
serve, that the word demon, with the more learned Greeks, 
signified spiret, gentus, that distinguishing principle of the 
mind which exalted one man above another. When the ig- 
norant Greek Christians began to use the word, they made 
it to personify all the evil and debasing influences, whether 
they arose from passion or disease. 

No man of superior knowledge could have taught the 
doctrine of personified devils. It is a doctrine that strikes 
at the root of all morality; for it leaves no man a hope ef 
amending his character, or of curing his disease, without 
the aid of superhuman power, which he knows he cannot 
command, though he may assuage and entice it by entreaty. 
Hence the abomiuable system of prayer, and hence the more 
abominable doctrines of grace, election, pardon and cure 
from God, the necessity of faith more than of good works, 
&e. Ke. 

The right way to cast out devils is, if they be devils of the 
temper, to resolve to conquer every bad passion by the en- 
couragement of the better feelings: and if they be devils of 
disease, to dietand medicate the body, or to give it that quan- 
tity of air, bathings, exercise, and regularity of habit, which 
shall act as a specific to the peculiar disease. Au auxiliary 
to the completion of both cures is sure to be found ina de- 
sire to accumulate knowledge: and as a first principle to 
that end, to hold the conviction, that all kinds of knowledge 
are attainable by all men and all women. ‘The guide to it 
consists of the resolution and industry necessary to ob- 
tain it. 

Thirty-seventh head. “ Therefore whosoever hbeareth 
these sayings of mine, and doeth them, I will liken him unto 
a wise man, which built his house upon a rock: and the 
rain descended, and the floods came, and the winds blew, 
and beat upon that house; and it fell not: for it was found- 
ed upon a rock. And every one that heareth these sayings 
of mine, and doeth them not, shall be likened unto a foolish 
man, which built bis house upon the sand: and the rain des- 
cended, and the winds blew, and beat upon that house; and 
it fell: and great was the fall of it. And it came to pass 
when Jesus had ended these sayings, the people were as- 
tonished at his doctrine: for he taught them as one having 
authority, and not as the Scribes.” 
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I know not what sort of fellows the Jewish or Gre- 
cian Scribes were; but there is nota Lawyer’s Clerk in 
England but has more knowledge than is exhibited in 
these ‘‘ astonishing” doctrines, I will stake my sayings 
against these sayings of the Christian God, and leave 
posterity to judge between them. 1 will not dishonour 
Confucius, by putting his morals on a level with the pre- 
tended morals of the New Testament; nor will I under- 
rate ** The Moralist” by such a comparison; but 1 will say, 
that ‘* The Republican,” which has contained the ordinary 
run of my sentiments for five years, is far superior to the 
Bible as a book or books calculated to teach morality. If 
the Bible-mongers would turn their collections to the circu- 
lation of “The Republican” some good effects from it 
would soon make themselves visible; but it is now contess- 
ed, that crime increases with an increased circulation of the 
Bible! The reason is, that the Bible is not a book qualified 
to improve the character of any man; whilst its immorali- 
lies and exhibitions of vice in every shape must be qualified 
to corrupt all who are impressed with the reading of them, 
who are not either BIBLE PROOF as moralists, or equally de- 
praved with the worst characters sketched in it. It is a 
book, certainly, that as a father, and anxious to make the 
most of my children, | shall never put into their hands in 
their youth. And | hope that before they reach mature age 
all controversy concerning it will have ceased. It would 
uot be defended an hour in the present day, but for the im- 
mense profits connected with its being kept in countenance, 
some are blind enough to conclude, that my attack upon it, 
is a trifling circumstance, but they are sorry politicians. Is it 
nothing to annihilate Christianity and all religion throughout 
Kurope and America? It is vastly more important to anni- 
hilate all disinterested attachment to the Bible, for the inte- 
rested must follow, than to overthrow, at this moment, the 
Holy Alliance and every monarch in Europe! Without a 
Bible, monarchy will crumble to pieces in quick time, amidst 
the present state of knowledge; therefore, if 1 never say 
anotber word about monarchy or passing politics, and con- 
tinue my assaults upon the Bible, | shall consider that I am 
at the very pinnacle of political rectitude, and at the acme 
of importauce as a political writer. All other polical efforts 
are, in my eye, a mere trifling with the evils which afilict so- 
ciety. Frauce, Spain, and even the United States of North 
America, exhibit the comparative inutility of overthrowing 
monarchy and leaving a priesthood standing. Overthrow 
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the priesthood first, and all that is corrupt will of necessity 
follow ; for they are the mainstay of all that is corrupt in 
every country, by encouraging every species of political 
depravity, and by blinding the mass of the people towards 
it. Further, the beauty of this sort of warfare, this over- 
throw of whatever is corrupt, by overthrowing the Bible and 
its Priests, is, that it is wholly moral, that it is not of the 
bloodshed kind, that it wastes no time, destroys no capital, 
the expence not worthy of mention as a taxation or contri- 
bution; for whilst we are assaulting the Bible with every 
sort of knowledge, we are gaining the most important 
knowledge, which is of itself the most important gain. 
All is gain in this warfare, we sacrifice nothing but 
prejudices and fears and a whole batch of evils, to sa- 
sacrifice which is gain and happiness. A little persecution — 
we may sustain, before we make a sufficient progress, but 
not much more of that in this country. J may well and 
truly say—‘* COME UNTO ME, ALL YE THAT LABOUR AND 
ARE HEAVY LADEN, AND |! WILL GIVE YOU REST.” CHRIS- 
TIANITY HAS BEEN NOTHING BUT A BURTHEN AND A SOURCE 
OF UNPROFITABLE LABOUR TO YOU. COME TO MY PRIN- 
CIPLES—KNOW YOUR IGNORANCF, AND RENOUNCE YOUR 
PRIESTS ! 

Now, Bailey, what do you think of meas a critic upon 
Christian Sermons, upon a divine, god-like, sermon? What 
do you now think of the ‘* peculiar wisdom” of this sermon, 
“so truly calculated to advance the happiness of man?” 
Was or was not Mr. Soame Jenyns an enthusiast? A sober, 
sensible, honest man could find nothing on an extensive 
scale to praise or toadmire in the Bible; therefore, wherever 
I see a man committing bimself with such indiscriminate 
praise and admiration, | set him down as very ignorant or 
asagreat hypocrite. For Mr. Soame Jenyns and for your- 
self, you may take your choice of the characters. 

This sermon on the mount contains the bulk of the moral- 
ity of the New Testament or of the Christian Religion: and 
I have here shewn it to be defective in almost every pre- 
cept. So far from being “ infinitely superior” to what had 
existed before, it is infinitely inferior to the moral precepts 
of Confucius. It will bear no comparison with the moral 
doctrine of Epicurus, and even Pythagoras and_ Isocrates 
were much superior to whatever has appeared under the 
name of Christianity. These all treated of realities: this of 
fictions and fanciful conceits. 

RICHARD CARLILE. 
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In the Morning Chronicle for Wednesday, November 17, was 
the following religious squib, to which Mr. Carlile sent 
the accompanying answer. 





‘«« At the late fire, Mr. Carlile took refuge in St. Bride’s Church, 
and placed several parcels of Paine’s Age of Reason there for 
safety. 


The Devil in time of need deserts his friends: 
Religion in that hour new hope inspires: 
Frighten’d Carlile a pious Churchman ends; 
He flies with Payne* instinctively from fires. 
T.. 8." 


* Query “ pain.”—Printer. 





TO THE EDITOR OF THE MORNING CHRONICLE. 


Sir, Dorchester Goal, November 20, 1824. 
Tue head of this letter will inform you and your poetical corres- 
pondent of Wednesday last, T. B., that | was not in London to 
fly from the fire to the Church; but that I am now progressing 
with the sixth year of my imprisonment, with what object to my 
persecutors, | leave them to say, for I see none. 

But as this false, brutul, and ill-timed, though very religi.us, 
jest merits an answer, I hope you will do me the justice to insert 
the following lines :— 


If the Devil deserts his friends in time of need, 

What must my neighbours think of such a creed 

As mine! The printed powers of which could say to flame: 
Be staid! and here respect our suff’ring owner’s name! 


Neither Paine nor Carlile flies to Church or Devil, 
Still staunch ’gainst these and every other evil. 

No phantoms* them affright, no foolish fears assail, 
And rather than be churched, Carlile remains in Jail! 


For the damage done to the house, the Insurance Office, I ex- 
pect, will account to the lessee; but from the late new regula- 
tions by our Judges, as to what does and what does not consti- 
tute property, I have been deterred from insuring my stock in 
trade; fearful, that my name would be enough in the Courts to 
constitute any kind of property or possession illigitimate, or be" 
yond the pale of the law. The treatment which I have received 


* Devils. 
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from seizures on account of my fines warrants me in saying this; 
for though the Judges have made it lawful to seize my property, 
they have found it beyond the pale of the law, when seized; and, 
in addition to two years imprisonment on account of fines of 
£1500., I have been fined in the shape of seized property to dou- 
ble the amount: the property unaccounted for! the imprisonment 
continued ! 
I am, Sir, respectfully yours, 
RICHARD CARLILE. 








CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN A DOCTOR OF, 
MEDICINE AND A UNITARIAN PREACHER, 
BOTH OF DUNDEE. 


( Continued from page 573.) 





PRIEST IN GLASGOW, WISELY TURNING DOCTOR IN 
TIME, TO THE DOCTOR IN LONDON. 


Glasgow, August 26, 1824. 
I RECEIVED your letter on the 24th of August, and though to re- 
ply to it must tresspass on time, required for studies in which I 
am ardently engaged; I shall, nevertheless, for a little, leave the 
fair field of investigation, on which I have been for some time ex- 
patiating, for the more thorny one of controversy. 

You give at the outset a very lamentable picture of a religion- 
ist. You first describe him as a “ being lost to the dictates of 
reason!” This is exceedingly modest! The sagacious Boyle, the 
acute and judicious Locke, the sublime Newton'; these exalted 
souls, with innumerable other worthies, the ornaments not only 
of their country, but of their race, were lost to the dictates of rea- 
son’, This i say again is exceedingly modest. You farther tell 
us, that a religionist continually crouches under the yoke of 

riests. Where did you draw your picture of a religionist? Ina 
and of Brahmins, or. of Dervises, or of Monks and Friars*. It is 


' Was a ninny as a theologian. R. C. 

? So far as they were thevlogians. R. C. 

’ Oh! no! The Doctor saw enough in Dundee. And quite enough in 
the Unitarian Chapel, where a priest obtained a living by preaching what 
he could not prove about one God. The Unitarian priest 1s to every in- 
tent and purpose a Brahmin, a Dervise, and a Monk and Friar. 

7’. 








—— 
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xo picture of the innumerable enlightened thinkers, who embraced 
religion from personal conviction* and own ro human authority 
in matters of faith, and whom it was strange that you should over 
look, when you penned the sentence on which Iam animadverting, 

or whom, if you did not forget, stranger still, that the yenien- 
brance of them did not blot from your pages the insinuation that 
a religionist is a creature, that continually crouches under 

riests °. 

You call faith a bugbear. Yes, tothe faithless it is a bugbear, to 
those who may have reason to bear the terrors of a judgment? faith 
is abughear. Enemies to faith, faith cannot but be am enemy to 
them’. But to the sincere servant of God® conscious of ardent en- 
deavour to fulfill his commandments’, and animated with love to him, 
what sublimer idea can there be, than that of an eternal, infinite’, 
intelligent power, the fountain of all existence, and the sovereign 
of worlds", what dearer idea than that such a being is a father”, 
is his father, and what more inspiring than the prospect of an eter- 
nity of glory and of bliss beyond the grave—the thought that his 
existence instead of being that little span which extends to the 
grave aud no farther, is merely the first step of a career glorious 
above ‘* what eye hath seen, or ear hath heard, or hath entered 
into the heart of man to conceive,” '* and boundless as eternity. If 
you can take more pleasure in worshipping motion than in ador- 
ing the living God". If the God motion can be dearer to you 
than God the father, or if the gloomy prospect of everlasting for- 
getfulness ; if the prospect of the everlasting vanishment of your 
spirit like a vapour can cheer you more than the assurance of im- 
mortality, | must be at a loss to ascertain the cause of such a 


* There can be none such; if there were, there could be no Atheists. 
The Atheists are the thinkers: the Theists only preachers and hearers. 


R. C. 
> Have not the Unitarians Priests ? BR. C. 
®° What judgment ? R. C. 
7 What is faith? R. C. 
® What is God? How to be served? RSC. 
* What are they? How do you identify them? ma ©. 


© What is eternal, what does it mean, how do you define the word? 
What is infinite? All power is finite. If your God be without end he is 
without power, and has no definite means of action. He is nothing, all 
things are finite. 
R. C. 


't How many are ye all? Are they finite or infinite? If finite your God 
cannot be infimte. If infinite, they admit of no sovereign. 


&. Cc. 
'2 How a father? = 
'S What then does your prospect rest upon ? R. C. 


4 What is it? R. C, 
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phenomenon, if not permitted to ascribe it to one which charity 
forbids me to mention”. 

Besides, I may ask, has the Atheist never his fears, as well as 
the religionist °? Is he so sure of his Atheism, and has he so con- 
clusively demonstrated the groundlessness of religion, that he can 
entertain no fears at any time of a God when he professes to 
deny, and a futurity at which he professes to laugh'?? Ah! let 
his own bosom answer the question. If incapable of such fears 
his nature must be miraculously constituted; and while he denies 
miracles he himself is a miracle”. 

You say, that, in pleading, that to God nothing is impossible, 
I have betaken myself to “ the dernier resort of all theologians 
when baffled by arguments which are incontrovertible.” I am 
not conscious of having met with such arguments in your letters ". 
But with respect to this last resort of which you speak, no maxim 
can be more just than that an almighty power is capable of work- 
ing miracles—that a miracle is as easy to an almighty being as 
any occurrence in the common course of nature”. You may talk 
about the invariableness of the laws of nature; but what are the 
laws of Nature? Do they bind the hands of the deity so as that 
he cannot perform a miracle”. Surely there is nothing irrational 
in supposing that when the Deity has an uncommon end to serve, 
he may accomplish it by uncommon means. The propagation of 
Christianity was an uncommon object, and required for its suc- 
cess uncommon events called miracles, which manifested God’s 
patronage of Christianity. Now there can be nothing irrational 
in supposing that a wise God would accomplish such an objeet 
by such means, which were the only means and the wisest means 
by which it could be accomplished*. We hear a great deal of 


© Speak out man, or priest rather, say the devil at once; fou you cannot 
frighten the Doctor more with this than with your other God. ‘The Doc- 
tor would like a longer and a happier life, but is too wise to amuse him- 
self with the delusion. 


Te. Ge 
16 T answer No for all. R. C. 
17 T answer YEs for all. R. C. 
'® Why? Because he is not superstitious? R. C, 


'? There is a proverb which says, that there are none so blind as they 
who will not see. The priest may see better or more willingly when he 
has made himself master of the medical craft. 

R. C. 


* Why could not such a God form an acquaintance with, and make 
himself known to mankind, without playing miraculous pranks with his 
other arrangements. They have not been incredulous. Cannot be. 

R. C. 

*t And what are the bands of the Deity? Are the hands infinite too? 

R, C, 

* Then his was a very finite and limited power, if he had no choice of 

means, R. C. 
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talk about “ violation of the law of nature:” pray will you be so 
good as to teli me what law of nature could be violated in the re- 
surrection of Jesus from the dead? Was there a single cord of 
the machinery of nature broken by that event? Was there any 
thing put out of its place by it, or was the system of things in 
the smallest degree disjointed by it *? 

I see that still you would fain persuade me, that I have not ar- 
gued the question fairly with you. If I have not, I must be 
strangely deceived. One thing is true, that if I have not argued 
well, you have not yet refuted my arguments. Have you yet 
proved that the Apostles did not declare that they saw Jesus alive 
after he was dead and buried*. Or have you yet proved that 
when they declared this, they declared a falsehood, though the 
declaration was made in the certain prospect of rousing the pre- 
judices of the world against them, and of incurring certain mi- 
sery and death itself? Or have you yet explained how, if they were 
a body of impostors, they would ever think of selecting for the 
. founder of their faith, one who died a death more ignominious 
than that which is in the present day inflicted by the hangman * ? 
Or have you yet explained how a man of talent and of the most 
violent prejudices against Christianity could all on a sudden 
abandon Gamaliel, disappoint the hopes of his friends, incur the 
hatred of almost his whole countrymen to whom he was enthusi- 
astically attached, become the brother and apostle of the despised 
sect, which he hated with the most rancorous inveteracy, and run 
in the face of the most direful persecutions; have you yet, | say, 
explained this on any ground more rational than that of the fact 
that he really saw and heard the voice of the Jesus whom he per- 
secuted ? Or if admitting the honesty of the apostles of Jesus, 
have you proved that nevertheless their testimony had no founda- 
tion®? Have you proved that Jesus did not really die, and that 
he rose only by the recurrence of the smothered but not extin- 
guished spark of life? Had you done this, you would have done 
much. But this you have not done, nor any of the things which 


* No certainly not, because nothing of the kind occurred: the supposi- 
tion of the occurrence, with that of the ascension, renders unstable every 
idea of regularity in the material world, 

R. C, 


* Have you proved that your Jesus lived? That was the question on 
which the correspondence commenced. 


R. C, 


* Remember the story of Prometheus, the prototype of your Jesus— 
your dying, dead, and flying God. 
R. C. 


* Read the conclusion of the Epistle to the Romans and the commence- 
inent of the Epistle to the Galatians for your answer, 


o. 21, Vol. X. 


R.C, 
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I have mentioned”. You have not proved, that he whose body 
had before crucifixion been exhausted by a sorrow, which wrung 
from his pores a blood like sweat™, and had been scourged and buf- 
feted, one through whose side a spear was thrust, to the effusion of 
blood and water; one who after being suspended on the cross for 
several hours exhibited so clearly all the symptoms of death, that 
even the malice of his enemies exempted him from the customary 
practice on such occasions of breaking the legs of the criminal; 
one, after all this, consigned to a cold sepulchre under the custody 
of a Roman guard, where if life had really lingered in his body it 
would soon have departed; you have not proved that such a 
one could spontaneously revive. You have brought forward no 
counter evidence of any signs of life in the crucified Jesus, though 
his malicions enemies must have been exceedingly sharp in de- 
tecting them”. Moreover, you have not explained how Jesus 
came to surrender so cheerfully his life on any other ground than 
that of his sincerity, his piety and benevolence, the truth of his pre- 
tensions. You have not explained how the matchless character | 
of Jesus, as described in the Evangelists, could be compatiable 
either with imposture or enthusiasm on his part, or on the part of 
those who describe it—how such a matchless character, a charac- 
ter so superior to every thing in history, could be the character of 
an impostor, or could be written by any but such as had seen the 
real original of the picture. All this and much more you have not 
done, and therefore you have but little reason to triumph”. 

You say that if the religion which I call divine ‘‘ had emanated 
from a being possessed of power and wisdom, he would have given 
a system so as that it would have been intelligible to all.” 
A system has been given. All Christiaus agree that Jesus taught 
the existence, the lenity, the goodness, the providence of God, 
a future state, love to God and man and the various moral du- 
ties. In the belief of these principles all Christians agree™. 


*” The Doctor has no proof and consequently no credulity for the exist- 
ence of Jesus, C 


* Why was this God afraid—of what? R. C, 


_™ Let it be the basis of your search after truth, that what is not phy- 
sically possible, is not historically true. By this test I have exploded the 
fable ot the existence of Jesus. 

R. C. 


® See a refutation of this bombast in a critique on the “ Sermon on the 
Mount,” in “ The Republican.” 
R. Cc, 


1 But neither love man, nor practice the moral duties. And pray if 
they all agree about the Unity of God what does Trinitarianism mean ? 
Can there be unity in infinity ? 

R.C. 
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They may differ in their representations of some of them. For in- 
stance, the Trinitarian may say that the Unity of God is a unity 
in trinity, but still he agrees with the Unitarian in the belief that 
Jesus taught the unity of God; and impartial men, by an unbiased 
investigation of the scriptures, can easily judge who gives the 
more scriptural view of the divine unity. Though then Christ had 
said in the style of a creed “I believe in one “God, ” Christians 
could not have more agreed in the belief that Christ taught the 
unity of God, and still, nevertheless, each might, if so disposed, 
have given bis own explanation of that subject. Were I to go at 
length into this subject, I could show, I think, to the satisfaction 
of the unprejudiced, that that objection against Christianity which 
is drawn from the differences that exist amongst Christians is al- 
together groundless, by analyzing those differences and proving 
how innocent revelation is of them. You say, that such an event 
as the resurrection of Christ never possibly could happen. Really, 
for my part, I can see nothing more marvellous in the resurrec- 
tion of one from the dead, than in the creation of a human being. 
The gift of life by creation, is as marvellous as the restoration of it 
by resurrection. And when you can show that the power which 
created cannot raise from the dead, then may you say that such 
an event as the resurrection of Jesus never possibly could happen. 

You lay great stress on the silence of the learned cotemporary 
authors on this event. But you will lay less stress on this cir- 
cumstance when you consider that to have asserted that Jesus 
rose from the dead would in fact have been a profession of faith 
in Christianity. But that they should have refused to become 
Christians is a circumstance by no means wonderful. When you 
consider what contempt was incurred and what sacrifices were to 
be rendered for the avowal of Christianity, is it wonderful, that 
the learned, and especially those who lived at a distance from Je- 
rusalem where Jesus died, should not take the trouble to enquire 
into the truth of Christianity; but be disposed rather to satisfy 
themselves with the persuasion that Jesus and his Apostles were 
magicians and not worthy the regard of philosophers. 

| have, in former letters, discussed the merits of Mr. Carlile’s 
dissertation on tne origin of Christianity®. I shall not therefore 
at present recur to the subject. 

In the history you give me of the formation of your opinions, 
you seem to ascribe to anatomy a very malign influence. You 
seem to think, that anatomy teaches Atheism. I for my part, 
should think, that it teaches the reverse. Anatomy converted the 
celebrated Galen from Atheism to Theism; and I think that if 
its lessons be only listened to without prejudice, they furnish most 


* Have you? Where? How? I have seen nothing of the kind. ‘The 
only point you discussed was to say that the land of Judea was not a bar- 
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forcible demonstrations of a hand divine®. If such a machine as 
is the human body could be the ‘result of any unintelligent power, 
(let it be called by whatever name you please) we can no more 
reason on cause and effect. Any thing in that case may be the 
cause of any thing™. 

I congratulate you on the complacency with which you stand 
on your “ pinnacle” and look down on the contemptible world of 
worshippers below. Take care however and not fall from it. It 
is a precarious situation I assure you. Before I presumed to take 
such a contemptuous look of my fellow creatures, I should like to 
have firmer footing, and a somewhat broader basis than your 
pinnacle. 

You again advert to impossibilities. But you do not shew how 
miracles can be impossible to almighty power®. I have already 
given you my thoughts on this subject, and therefore I need say 
no more upon it at present. 

You have now expressed a willingness to abandon the sub- 
ject of Christianity, and to resort to the discussion of the exist- 
ence of God. Your God I find is motion. Well let us contem- 
plate this God. Does this God think ? Can he plan, can he ar- 
range, can he adapt means to ends. Is he in short an intelligent: 
power”. If he is, your God is just mine, under another name. 
If he is not; if your God be nothing more than a blind inanimate 
power, he is the maker of machinery that displays infinitely more 
intelligence than the finest productions of the most ingenious ar- 
tificer. If he®” want intelligence his works do not want ingenui- 
ty, but manifest a skill above all praise glorious. How comes this 
to pass? How such an incongruity as a blind unintelligent cause 
of the most skilful effects. You sneer at the incomprehensibility 
of the Christians God ; but here is not only incomprehensibility ; 
_ is absurdity; if we can trust to our reasoning on cause and 
effect. 


ren land, which all travellers say is most barren. Chautebriand says it 
looks as if the curse of God was uponit. It produces nothing. 
R. C. 


33 What is a hand divine? we oe 


* It may be so, if experience offers no facts to the contrary. All we 
know in the matter is our ignorance. 


R. C. 


* Tell you the Doctor, what you mean, what you know about Almighty 
Power. Again, infinity implies an absence of power. 
R. C. 


* No! R. C. 


7 Who is he? You, Christians, are incessantly calling for admissions 


that cannot be made. 
R. Cc. 
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Besides, motion is a mere effect®. When we see a body mov- 
ing, we see nothing more than a body leaving one place for ano- 
ther. But still we are compelled to ask, “what is the cause of 
this effect?” Do you say motion? Why that will be only saying 
that a body’s leaving one place for another, is the cause of a body’s 
leaving one place for another, which would be a very sagacious 
solution indeed. When then you ascribe all the phenomena of 
nature to motion, you describe them all to an effect, and you are 
still as much in the dark as ever about the cause of this effect. 
You have not a single idea concerning it, and your boasted princi- 
ple that, according to you, explains all the phenomena of nature 
has not even the cloathing of imagination”. 

I have already extended this letter to too great a length, and 
must therefore stop short. If any thing could induce me to dis- 
continue correspondence with you, it would be where you say, 
‘“‘It was not to be supposed that any thing said in a correspon- 
dence of this kind, could ever have the smallest effect in convinc- 
ing.me of the truth of your religion.” On the the ground of this 
assertion, [| might most honourably discontinue the correspon- 
dence. Yet, notwithstanding this, I shall, if I think it worth 
while, still trouble you with a reply to your arguments. 

In the mean time, I conclude, with sincere wishes for your wel- 
fare, ‘ in body soul and estate,” and subscribe myself", 


Yours, &c. 
* What the cause? R. C. 
%° This we grant, can you instruct us ? R. C. 
* We trust nothing to the imagination. | R. C. 





*' Good bye Mr. L you have very wisely retired from the office of 
a Priest to become a student in medicine. This argues something on the 
side of the Doctor. You have been converted there at any rate. 


R. C. 
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DOCTOR IN LONDON, TO THE PRIEST IN GLASGOW, 





London, Sunday, October 3, 1824. 
Ruapsopvy, after rhapsody, in quick succession comes—the hor- 
rors of faith, superstition, and priestcraft, are harrowed up—judg- 
ment is threatened, and I have no doubt, that ere long, the glories 
of damnation will be with due sanctity regularly denounced 
against me. I can however smile at all these, and maintain that 
complacency of mind which others have possessed under the same 
appalling circumstances. 

It is a matter of very little consideration to me, I can assure 
you, whatever is your opinion regarding the subject of my last 
epistle, when bare assertion is brought forward mixed with invec-: 
tive, and substituted in room of the sound deductions of reason, [ 
feel little anxiety what ideas you mayform ofit. Throughout the 
whole of this correspondence, you have not logically established 
one fact that you wished to support. In truth, you have over- 
looked entirely every proposition of my last letter, and wilfully 
misrepresented principles which could not be mistaken. Such, 
however, is to he looked for from one who possesses, in an emi- 
nent degree, the character of a religionist. It is not to the land 
of Hindostan, cr to the cloisters of a monastery, that we have to 
look for a delineation of that picture which the celebrated Dupuis 
drew:—around me, | see thousands labouring under the baneful 
influence of religion; and though, perhaps, you owe no tribute to 
the class of individuals, who come under the denomination of 
Priests, yet the inexplicable dogmas which you embrace, 
will certainly warrant me to rank you as a Theologian of the first 
order. Your enthusiasm in this department, has led you to ne- 
elect the first principles of science, or you never would have con- 
founded the beautiful speculations of natural philosophy, with all 
the cant and unmeaning jargon, that have been invented for no 
other purpose, but to perplex and darken the human mind. 

With regard to the modesty which I possess, it will be high 
time to be displeased with myself, when my most intimate friends 
tell me, that I have violated its charms; and though you prate 
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about the sagacious Boyle, the acute and judicious Locke, with 
the sublime Newton, it will never deter me, or any one, who is 
guided with candour in his enquiries, to animadvert upon opinions 
that are both objectionable and dangerous. The veneration that 
has been given to particular names, has often been a lamentable 
source of error. The supremacy of Hippocrates, was acknow- 
ledged for centuries; and by a blind devotion to his tenets, the 
majority of mankind were destined by the the admiration of his 
genius, to follow implicitly his doctrines:—his very errors were 
embodied into the form and authority of laws, and had it not been 
for the boldness of a few, who in modern times, with the spirit of 
truth, bade defiance to the prohibition of the schools, the names 
of Vesalius and Hervey, would in all probability never have been 
known. I[ will, therefore, notwithstanding your boasted conge- 
niality of sentiment with names which you have mentioned, still 
cherish the opinion of an elegant writer, who thinks, that “ If 
there is any author whose genius can embellish impropriety, and 
whose authority can make error venerable, his works are the pro- 
per objects of critical inquisition.” 

The works of those men to whom you have alluded, with the 
humble acquirements which I possess, have undergone my scru- 
tiny, and I have found in their theological principles, nothing but 
mere hypothesis, vaunting assertions flowing from their heated im- 
aginations, combined with dogmas that are equally tenable with 
the ferocious Turk, the placid Hindu, or the barbarous Arab. On 
the other hand, by studying the laws of nature, free from the opi- 
nions which theology is constantly advancing upon us, I find a 
series of effects, produced by causes that are incontrovertibly con- 
nected with maiter, and as it has heen a principle known both to 
ancient and modern philosophers, that matter is indestructible, so 
has it been held as a truism, that it could not be created out of 
nothing. When we survey, therefore, the affinities of matter, and 
find that the principle of motion is co-existent with every thing 
that surrounds us, I only adopt the maxims of those who recog- 
nize in the phenomena that pervades the universe, a system that 
has for its own beautiful arrangements, an internal machinery— 
a power inherent in itself, sufficient to account for all the opera- 
tions that have often confounded and astonished the human mind 
when sunk in the trammels of barbarism and ignorance, To talk 
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of causes that are immaterial, is to bring forward words without a 
meaning. The properties of matter, I acknowledge, are still hid 
in great obscurity; but to assume a principle, independent and dis- 
tinct from matter, as the cause of these properties, is a theory found- 
ed upon contradiction and absurdity, and until we have explored 
every phenomenon and every material cause that exists in nature, 
reason and philosophy will never bring forward a phantom to ex- 
plain the cause from which every effect proceeds. The Christian 
Deity, as well as most others, have been characterized as spiritual 
beings, and yet possessing all the power of intelligence, though 
these powers indisputably belong to the combinations of animal 
matter alone. 

Till you have explained these propositions that I have put to you, 
and given me adefinition of your term relative to the existence of 
a Deity, it is the height of absurdity your attempting to load Ma- 
terialism with those calumnies that you forbear to mention. The 
doctrines that I have espoused support nothing but what is con- 
genial with the principles of universal nature. I have asked from 
you a proof and demonstration of your Deity, and in the absence 
of all proof, you only, by fervently writing upon a subject which 
has not been, on your part, sufficiently and coolly considered, have 
allowed yourself to depart from the rules of good breeding. The 
observation, that charity forbids you to mention my motives, for 
cherishing ideas different from your own, will ever be treated by 
me, with all the contempt which it deserves. If I have stated opi- 
nions contrary to the general mass of mankind, I console myself 
with the hope that they are in unison with the most intelligent. 
By declaiming against the pursuits of philosophy, I know it has 
ever been the favorite plan of priests to cry out, that its follow- 
ers are the pervertors of reason, and the destroyers of human hap- 
piness. Materialism, however, wishes only to destroy falsehood, 
and to rend in pieces that theological fabric, which has too long 
preyed upon every thing connected with the prosperity of man. 

To a philosophic mind, the word miracle cannot be understood, 
it wishes to imply a departure from the laws of nature, an event 
morally impossible. Were it admitted into the enquiries of irue 
science, it would lead to the perversion of every principle, which 
the discoveries of modern times have established. We now know 
that it is ghostly superstition, and religious fraud that have invent- 
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ed the word. The idea of your intelligent power, and which you 
sometimes call a Being, having recourse to uncommon means to 
bring about uncommon ends, only exposes the trick. Nature is 
always beautiful and consistent; for, in performing her operations, 
she resorts only to common means. Your reasoning may do for 
a theologian; but every ardent lover of science will pity the man 
who, to support his favorite dogmas, gives to his Deity, a power 
which exists beyond nature herself. 

In the former part of this correspondence, enough has trans- 
pired to tell me the extent of your knowledge in natural philoso- 
phy; but nothing has contributed more towards this information 
than the blundering mistakes you have committed, when speaking 
about-motion. If Il had told you, that I recognized this principle 
as a Deity, you might have imagined you had scope to laugh at 
me, as much as I had when | thought of your idolatry. This how- 
ever, is the most palpable absurdity that you have yet fallen into. 
Motion, in the sense in which philosophy receives it, when the 
properties of matter are in discussion, is that affinity which exists 
in its particles, and which most probably is the cause of the phe- 
nomena pervading nature. To view it as an effect, as you do, is 
to consider it similar to the same motion that moves an artificial 
apparatus, when acted upon by the force of fire or water. No- 
thing, however, can be more absurd; and I really must say, that 
it is a good deal of assurance on your part, to come forward and 
discuss matters, with so much daring confidence, when you seem- 
ingly are unacquainted with those principles, at which a Tyro 
would blush were he ignorant of. 

As you, however, speak about the pursuit of studies, in which 
you are ardently engaged, let me inform you, that the result of 
those studies, will perhaps throw a little light upon such affairs. 
In a year or two (for knowledge is not acquired in a day) you will 
likely inform the scientific world, the real nature of your first cause. 
You will then have learnt to talk of cause and effect, so as to be 
understood; and, if modesty will allow you, you may immortalize 
your name, by unfolding to mankind a principle which, to disco- 
ver, has excited the close investigation of men who have been dis- 
tinguished beyond all others, for their sublimity of intellect. 

Anatomy, likewise, is a science not io be known in a few days, 
or even a few weeks:—a duration of four gr five years study will 
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enable you to know something more of it than your pretensions 
can at present have any claim. You will then learn that the many 
experiments made by the first French and English physiologists, 
lead us to a knowledge of the nervous system, which can explain 
its functions by no rational means, other than those of Material- 
ism. I would with pleasure, here, enter into the nature of these 
experiments, but as you have misrepresented the plainest principles, 
which I have advanced, connected with natural philosophy, [ am 
afraid, that, till you are more proficient with science in general, 
my observations will not be understood. 

Galen certainly is an example of great industry, combined with 
much talent; but he never enjoyed the advantages which the dis- 
coveries of modern times present. Moreover, his becoming a 
Theist, can do little in behalf of your opinions. He never bowed 
the knee to Jehovah, the capricious and ever-changing Deity, of 
the Jews, the Mahometans, and the Christians. The prejudices 
of his country would lead him, in all probability, to worship the 
mythology which the Romans, in a great degree, borrowed from 
the Greeks; a system that is characterized by the amiable and pe- 
netrating Gibbon, as being far superior to Christianity, and better 
calculated to promote those noble feelings and elevated senti- 
ments for which the Greeks and Romans were remarkable. 

When I review the pages of your last letter, I really feel myself 
at a loss, to offer to you serious/y, any observations regarding those 
events, which you call marvellous. 1 told you in my last, positive 
ly and distinctly, that it was your province to prove to me, that 
such things really happened; but this you have not even attempt- 
ed. The creation of a human being is an operation in nature that 
in its particular processes, has excited the enquiry of every age. 
The labours of a Spallanzani, with the beautiful speculations of a> 
Darwin, throw much credit on modern philosophy; they have en- 
deavoured to explain the theory of life without, however, harrow- 
ing up the phantoms of superstition ; for generation, notwithstand- 
ing the great obscurity of its modus operandi appeared to them, 
as nothing more than the effect of some natural cause. If man- 
kind had always viewed nature, with the same ideas that theolo- 
gy teaches, we should yet be in profound darkness, regarding ma- 
ny of her operations with which we are now familiar. What was 
attributed in former times to the agency of spirits, hobgoblins, 
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and other phantasies, can be explained upon well known princi- 
ples; and as the human mind goes.on in advancement, the notion 
of that indescribable spirit, called Jehovah, will continue to be 
destroyed. The belief of such phantoms are tenaciously cherish- 
ed in the gloomy caverns of monkish piety—it is there alone that 
they have originated. It is true that they still maintain a strong 
hold over the weak intellect of man; but in the fair garden of sci- 
ence, they do notexist. In this delightful spot, weeds which are 
the effect of theological poison, soon perish. The cultivators well 
know how baneful such productions are to the soil; for, the lovers 
of philosophy never behold a department of knowledge, engrafted 
with religion, but they look upon it, as an unweeded garden, 
where, to use the language of Shakespeare, 4 


‘« Things rank and gross in nature, possess it merely.” 


The farrago which you have brought forward about your resur- 
rection is entirely foreign to the maxims of truth. Chemistry 
teaches us that animated beings deprived of their vital powers, 
sink into the bosom of nature, entirely changed from their former 
elements, to give life to other principles. Forms alone perish, 
while matter eternally exists; to trace the endless varieties of it 
would be vain; a little consideration, however, will expose the 
futile and ignorant idea, of a being, becoming again alive, after hav- 
ing undergone decomposition. The notion, indeed is so gross and 
SO opposite to every thing that science inculcates, that it is only 
the vulgar mind, which can listen to dogmas so revolting. They 
are worse than any old woman’s tale; and I repeat, so offensive, 
that none can believe in them, who are guided by the pure dic- 
tates of sound reason. 

Had you read my letters attentively, you would have saved 
yourself the trouble of committing to paper those disjoint- 
ed ideas, contained in your last communication. Throughout 
the whole of your observations. you do not comply with one of 
my demands, but run on, from one sentence to another, substi- 
tuting bare assertion for sound reasoning. I confess there is much 
to explore connected with the properties of matter; but every age 
advances with improvement, now that “science holds her sway.” 
Within the last century she has developed facts, that never will be 
obliviated, and to add to this tributary stream of knowledge, men 
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of scientific and enquiring minds, only wish a demonstration of 
the nature of this principle, which is named, intelligent ; and which 
is said to be separated from matter, and entirely to have an inde- 
pendent existence from it. The phenomena around us, are by 
religionists ascribed, to a something that human reason, cannot 
comprehend. The Materialist, however rejects this: in his re- 
searches he is warranted to conclude that matter has always ex- 
isted: he finds it cannot be destroyed, and sees in it properties 
coeval with its duration, in short, from the ceaseless movements 
which it ever undergoes, effects are produced, which can alone be 
referred to its action—the Materialist therefore, considers it pre- 
sumption without proof, that there is any thing beyond nature direct- 
ing this vast machinery. If thereis any thing totally distinct from 
matter, and tangible to the senses of men, in the name of all that 
belongs to truth, why is it, that Theists do not come forward and 
define it? they say that it is a spirit; but Materialism knows, that 
this is a word, which means nothing, and therefore it is in the vo- 
lume of nature, and not in the flimsy, and confused records, of 
men, that proof is wanted to establish the existence of a Deity.— 
Materialism embraces facts confirmed by investigation alone, 
and turns away from theories hitherto only supported by current 
opinion. ‘The followers of it, are content, with abiding, by the 
powers existing in nature to explain its varied phenomena, till 
some identity, be brought forward, rather than adopt the belief of 
a principle, which is purely imaginary, and of which no tangible 
idea can be formed; expound to me, the nature of this principle, 
where it exists, how it exists, and in what form it can be identi- 
fied, or otherways, confess your ignorance, and be no longer the 
dupe of your imagination. 
The planetary orbs of the universe, are certainly a subject of 
sublime contemplation. To admire the extent of their grandeur, 
we however, have no occasion to go into the romantic fields of 
fiction, and till something else is substituted, theism must be- 
considered, as a system explaining, in a very unsatisfactory man- 
ner, the nature of a first cause. ‘Till the matter is more fully de- 
veloped, we must look upon the cause and the effect, the design 
and the execution, of such immense machinery, to be the result of 
its own internalenergy. The other points of your letter, require 
from me little or no observation, or addition to what has been 
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stated; indeed, I see no necessity, whatever, in following you 
through your long and tiresome remarks about Jesus, and his fol- 
lowers—I can only direct you to my former letters. I have there 
shewn you, that you have not the shadow of a proof, for believing 
in the ascension, and I may observe that if Jesus did not ascend, 
there was of course little use for his resurrection. There is not 
one witness that says he saw Jesus rise from the tomb, and those 
that give record of him being seen after, only prove that he never 
had been dead. In short, I have proved beyond a doubt, that he 
did not remain the appointed time, in the grave, and likewise 
have shewn you that these men, whom you call inspired, are at 
variance with each other,. in their different details. Upon the 
whole, when I look upon what is called revelation, I consider it such 
a tissue of marvellous events, and barefaced contradictions, that 
for them to have gained credit we must ascribe to the human mind, 
a strange perversity of intellect. Your reply to me about those 
celestial regions concerning which you have such notions, at once 
demonstrates that you have no fixed idea of them—they only ex- 
ist in the coinage of your brain ; for to quote the language of our 
immortal bard, as a theologian — 


‘“ Your imagination bodies forth, 

The forms of things unknown, 

Turns them to a shape, and gives to airy nothing 
A local habitation and a name.” 


Things of a more substantial nature, will however succeed all 
this flowery and romantic path, We now live in an age, very 
different from what is past, and though cant and hypocrisy, to a 
great degree prevail, yet you will scarely meet with an intelligent 
man, who speaks his sentiments honestly, but turns away with 
disgust from such an ill told fable. We may say, the bubble is 
now burst—the cheat exposed—future years will create new ge- 
nerations, who availing themselves, of the advantage of our times, 
will I have no doubt look upon Christianity, in the same light as 
its followers of the present day view the mythology of the Greeks 
from which the whole system has been borrowed, as is satisfacto- 
rily proved, by a learned and elegant article, written lately by the 
Reverend Mr. Taylor, wherein, he shews that the whole legend of 
Jesus is founded, upon the ancient pagan story of Prometheus. 
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I cannot draw this letter to a conclusion without stating to you’ 
that whatever diffe~ence of opinion, I have found, to exist, con- 
cerning the affairs, that have formed the subject of this correspon- 
dence, I have always made it a study never to allow my sentiments 
to interfere with the private feelings of friendship, and I believe, I 
at this moment can say, that I possess the good opinion of not a 
few, who are distinguished for their piety, and who are aware 
that my ideas are by no means in unison with theirs. Men are 
unwilling to shake off the bonds which education imposes-—-it is an 
effort, an exertion of much energy to destroy those impressions of 
early life, and hence many whom I know, who upon other sub- 
jects enjoy the clearest penetration, have, in the mazes of theology, 
their minds warped with the strongest prejudices. I have seldom 
however, met in the circles of friendship, any acrimony that could 
in the least lead to unpleasant feeling, and therefore when I con- 
trast, such mildness of character with the compiexion of your last 
jetter, I assure you, I draw conclusions that are by no means fa- 
vourable to you. I consider your effusions, as the ebullition of a 
mind highly ruffled, and distorted with conceptions by no means 
of an amiable nature. To impute to me motives, that you dare 
not avow, is truly contemptible. I despise your insinuations as I 
know well the feelings from which they proceed, and hold you in 
estimation accordingly. Such conduct! consider unworthy of any 
one with whom I wish to hold communication, and therefore can- 
didly acknowledge to you, that I have no wish to extend the cor- 
respondence farther. You tell me that you will perhaps write to 
me, if you think my letter worthy of an answer; wonderful con- 
descension! I am however aware of your plan, and to render it 
abortive, I disclaim any future communication. Wrought up as 
your feelings are, it is high time to bring these letters to a termi- 
nation; the correspondence has ended, as I anticipated—your 
evasive and unsatisfactory mode of replying to questions, fairly 
stated, but which apparently cannot be properly answered, shews, 
that if I had any inclination, we might go on ad infinitum. This 
however would be an idle task, perfectly useless, and unvailing, 
and therefore, under such an impression, combined with what I 
have already alluded to, [ without much regret, adopt this mode 
of finally bidding you farewell. 


I am, yours, &c. 
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FIRE IN FLEET STREET. 





We have had something like a Christian fire since the great one 
on the 14th instant. On Saturday morning, the 20th, about se- 
ven o'clock, when the shopman and the servant were proceeding 
to business; they found the house full of dense smoke, and it 
turned out, that a fire had somehow kindled in the back part of 
our premises on the ground floor. The smoke was such as scarce- 
ly to admit of passing below, on first discovering it; and before 
Mrs. Carlile could dress, all passage was impeded. The two 
children at home, Tom Paine and Hypatia, were handed out of a 
window in their bed-clothes, and Mrs. Carlile had to wait until a 
ladder could be put to her bed room window, by which she de- 
scended.under the hearty commendations of an assembled crowd 
at her coolness.and fortitude. 

The first fire burnt the upper part of the house, but this has de- 
stroyed our warehouse, which formed a kind of back shop. The 
front shop and first floor are still sound; but the City Surveyor 
has stepped in with his fiat to say, that the house must come 
down. The Christians seem determined to have us out by fire or 
by some other means; but we shall fight on every inch of ground 
here until we can get a better position. 

Our stock has sustained great damage by fire and water, but 
nothing that will seriously impede our progress. We have re- 
moved the bulk of 1t to a more secure place. 

The following extract of a letter will exhibit a little of the Lon- 
doa.Christian feeling upon the subject. 





Extract of a Letter written in London to a Friend in Edinburgh, 
dated November 19, 1824. 


We have had two dreadful fires in London this week, one of 
which nearly laid in ruin the shop of Richard Carlile, with all its 
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valuable productions. Providence, however, to use a cant phrase, 
has been very kind to this assemblage of blasphemy, and yester- 
day I was happy to observe, that matters were so far arranged 
from the consequent confusion, that the sale in the shop had again 
regularly commenced. The dwelling house, especially the upper 
part, suffered much, and I believe Mrs. Carlile and the family 
have taken up their abode elsewhere. 

It was amusing to hear the remarks concerning this conflagra- 
tion. Carlile’s shop formed an interesting topic, and has given 
rise, I verily believe, to some notions among the Christians, that 
their Deity, does not always act agreeable to their wishes: “ what 
a pity it was, that Carlile escaped the fire,”. were words, that I 
heard from a lady, in conversation with another, when passing up 
Ludgate Hill yesterday. I smiled with indignation, and could not 
help thinking, that were it no other circumstance than this alone, 
it would be sufficient to expose the fraud of the whole system; 
but, minds who do not possess rationality, can never receive an 
useful lesson. They cannot perceive that the elements are some- 
times uncontrollable, and that they direct their fury upon the 
interests of human individuals whatever creed they happen to em- 
brace :—in fact, such is the perversity of intellect, when directed 
by religious dogmas, that in an instance of this kind, it cannot 
discover, that Jehovah, had he wished to retard the advancement 
of blasphemy, or in other words the progress of science, he would 
have overwhelmed in one devouring flame the only emporium that 
now exists against him, on the face of the earth. 


\ 
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